UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-6373

NI CHOLAS W JONES,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

M E. TUTHI LL, Captain, CO V; M D. GAVI GAN,

Sergeant, CO, I1l; L. BROW, Oficer, CO I1I;
JOHN SWVEL, Oficer, CO Il; R CHERRY,
Oficer, CO Il; R BURKER, Oficer, CO |II;

RI CHARD A. LANHAM SR., Conmi ssioner; WLLIAM
L. SMTH, \Warden; MARYLAND DIVISION OF
CORRECTI ON- PERSONNEL  AND  OFFI G ALS; BOB
FEENEY, Project Adm nistrator, Correctional
Medi cal Systens, |ncorporated; STEPHEN MACK,
Matt, Doc Adjustnent Hearing Oficer,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Frank A. Kaufman, Senior District Judge.
( CA- 93- 2644- K)

Subm tted: June 12, 1997 Deci ded: June 18, 1997

Bef ore W DENER and W LLI AM5, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.




Ni chol as W Jones, Appellant Pro Se. John Joseph Curran, Jr., At-
torney General, Genn WIlliamBell, OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF MARYLAND, Baltinore, Maryland; Philip Melton Andrews, Aron Uri
Raskas, KRAMON & GRAHAM P. A., Baltinore, Maryl and, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals the district court's order granting him
twenty days in which to submt the filing fee and denying himpro
bono representati on. W di sm ss the appeal for |ack of jurisdiction
because the order i s not appeal able. This court nmay exercise juris-
diction only over final orders, 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1291 (1994), and cer-
taininterlocutory and collateral orders, 28 U.S.C. § 1292 (1994);
Fed. R Civ. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337

U S. 541 (1949). The order here appealed is neither a final order
nor an appeal able interlocutory or collateral order.

We di smiss the appeal as interlocutory. W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the deci sional process.

DI SM SSED



